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of a garden, are ready enough to prescribe regulations
for society. Others propose to get some "statistics" and
solve the problem at once. This is in some respects the
funniest superstition of our time. A gardener might as
well hope to learn how to raise cabbages by learning how
many cabbages were raised in the country in a year. The
fallacy would be the same.
Laissez-faire is the only true corrective of dogmatism
and a priori reasoning. History and statistics are not
the opposites or the correctives of those abuses. On the
contrary, history and statistics are the very best cloaks
of dogmatism. I have a large collection of passages from
the writings of the "historical school/* as it calls itself,
in proof of this. An uncritical reader, having in hand an
historical or statistical treatise, is likely to accept generali-
zations or assertions as in some way guaranteed by the
positive material in the context, when a moment's exami-
nation would show that it stands entirely upon itself.
To give one instance: Jannasch,1 in an article on the
movement of population into the great cities of Germany
at the expense of the small cities and rural districts, says
that the German great cities do not have specialized
industries like those of England, but have a "higher
mission on behalf of culture." He then tries to work
out his pronouncement by a few assertions about the
class of small independent handicraftsmen who migrate
into German cities and by generalizations about inde-
pendent craftsmen as compared with wage-earners. All
this is absolutely without foundation or evidence. The
assertions are only part of the articles of faith of a pseudo-
patriotism. They are open to plain contradiction on
appropriate evidence. These generalizations are only the
accepted and certainly erroneous commonplaces of an
1 Zeitschrift des Preuss. Stat. Bureaus, 1878, p. 269.